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»: -- tis Caſe of Oſury further debated. 
SIR, 


TW Perceive by: your Preface, that you do very weli approve 
of a enadeſi ; qiry CONCerning engking (rain of. Loar, -whe- 
ther, and how far it may be lawfyl « which being {o requi- 

* - fiteto diversgood.Ends and Purpoſes you do inſtance in, 
[ hope, as I do not condemn your Deſign, ſo you will-incline 
to judg as favourably:of mine, which is, That there meay be yet 

ſome further Inquiry made into this Snbjed. | 
You ſay, The Pra&ice thereof hath gotten: an: ill Name, and you 
think, there is ground enough to fear that there are divers found ns 
Strangers to the PraGice, who do it with a doubting Conſcience, 
95 not fully ſatisfied in the Lawfulneſs of the thing pratird. In 
order to whoſe Satisfattion ( as alſo for the vindicating of 
many ſober and conſciencious Chriſtians from the Aſperfions 
they lie under upon this ſcore.) you have called in the help 
of ſeyeral modern learned Writers, to make it appear \that 
what you plead for, is neither ſo ſtrange nor uncouth as ſome 
would obtrude upon the 'WGld's belief, and that :( as the 
Roman Orator obſerved) it ofter .comes to paſs, that.mhat was 
generally counted diſgraceful, may in time be found. not to beſo : 
which Obſervation you mention . again in Page 119, altho it 
ſeems to imply a kind of tacit Acknowledgment, that Uſury 
has -been gererally accounted diſgraceful heretofore. 'Burfor 
hy part I have no deſign to caſt any diſgeaceupon it; I judg 
as honourably of thoſe who __ for the lawfulnels of .it, _ 
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4 The Caſe of Uſury 
thoſe who are againſt it. There are and have been eminent 
Men for Learning and Piety- of -both--Perſwaſions. - I am as 
great an Enemy as your ſelf can be to all kind of Uncharj- 
table Aſperſions ; and therefore ſhall not undertake the leaſt 
Defence of them 3 but do wiſh the late Author of The V/x- 
rer caſt, and. all. thoſe who either \write or Jiſcqurſe at that 
rate, would better examine their*-Zeal; and not ſafer it to 
break forth into ſuch high and unaccountable Strains. Yea 
indeed I think there was very great reaſon to let ſuch Perſons 
underſtand that they are over-haſty in paſſing ſuch Judg- 
ment on their Brethren, who do only differ from.them in A 
diſputable a matter. But foraſmuch as it is doubtful to many, 
and does yet remain ſtill ſo to me; notwithſtanding your Re- 
py to the foreſaid Author, and the Animaduerſions adjoyned, 
I concewe it will not be improper to make an Attempt, whe- 
ther there may not be ſome further SatisfaQion given to it.. 

And in order hereunto, I ſhall firſt of all take notice, that 
1m Page 2. you cite the piows and learned Vines inſtancing in 
Utſury, as that which is indeed wery doubtful whether it be meani= 
feſtly a Sin or no :- and hereupon-I find: in his Treatiſe on the 
Lord's Supper, he concludes that this is:not a ſufficient ground 
to debar any Perſon from the Communion of the Church. I 
am altogether of the ſame Opinion; but if it be very doubtfol 
whether it be a Sin or no, I think it is the ſafeſt. way. not to 
meddle with.it. | 

You cite Mr. Dixon ( Pag. 5. ): declaring his Opinion on 
Pal. 15. 5. That there was a. Judicial diſpenſing with Commodity 
put upon the Jews in divers Caſes, whereof this was one, that they 
ſhould not take Oſury of a Few,. but of other Countryz-men they 
2tight. They might mdeed-from a Stranger, Deut. 23. 20. 
Unto a Stranger thou mayſt Jend upon Uſary : but it does not 
certainly follow from thence, that we may lend upon Ulſury 
one to another. - Thoſe accurſed: Nations who were devoted 
to Deſtruction, are called Strangers in the ſame Book of _ 
an 


and there are divers Perſons of great Eminency, if not the 
greater number of Expoſitors, who underſtand that place to 
be meant of fuch Strangers only. Arguments are offered 
on both hands, but they do: not conclude certainly either one 
way or the other. Since ther: there is no manifeſt Evidence 
that the word Stranger in Dewt. 23. 20. takes in all others 
beſides the Jews, a Man may have reafon to be afraid of 
meddling with Ufury, notwithſtanding all the Probabilities 
produced for your [nterpretation of that place; Yea this O- 
pinion, That the Law againſl Uſury concerned the Jews only, 
whatever Probabilities 1t has to plead for it, yet was not; I 
am apt to think, the Opinion of our late Aſſembly of Di- 
vines ( whom your ſelf; I believe, bear a high regard to the 
Memory of, whatever others ſay of them ): for I find-in their 
Lirger Catechiſm they have reckond in Uſury among thoſe o- 
ther Sins forbiddex in the 8th Commandment, and they prove 
it from P/al.15.5. He that putteth not out his Mony to Uſary, &c. 
the very ſame Text which you- obſerve to- be the ground- 
work of Mr. F's Diſcourſe. Bur if it were granted that the 
word Stranger extends to all others beſides the Jews, yet how 
doth it appear to be any more than a Toleration, or a Per- 
miſſion of Fa#, not of Right. And to this Conſtruction 
the Annotations commonly called, The Aſſemblies Annotations, 
do incline, as you may ſee on Dez. 23. 20. | unto a Stran- 
ger ] This was permitted for a time, partly for the Hardneſs of 
their Hearts, as Bills of Divorce. And in the ſame Volume 
of Annotations: on-P/al. 15, 5. [| He that putteth not out his 
Mony to Oſury] you have theſe Words, To one that was a 
Stranger they might put eMoney to uſe, that was permitted; Whats 
from hence may be gathered, or whether any thing at all to make it 
lawful among Chriſtians, thoſe that have written of this Gontro- 
werſy at large may be conjulted. Thus you may ſee this matter 
is not put out of doubt ſo plainly, as to incourage any one 
to build much upon it. I fhall add hereunto, that the Uſury 
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C The Cafe of Mſury 
which -God's Law condemned, .daes,in the Original ſignify 
biting,'as all do grant : from.whence,.tho I:;do.not plead that 
it certainly follows, yet at-lealt it may ſeem to ſome the more 
probable, that -the Uſury there forbidden was an Oppreſſi- 
on : and if fo, that then it does concern us now. 

As to the diſtin&ion between Iztereſt and Ujary, which 
you call a Nicety, -pag.7.it may poſlibly ſeem ſo.to you : but 
the diſtin&ion 1s ſolid and rational enough in the Judgment 
of many worthy Caſuiſts, the one being an overplus for Mo- 
ney. lent, (which A of lending, they plead to bein its own 
nature a /iberal! AR, and conſequently that it is a perverting 
thereof to make it zwercexary ) and the other for Money un- 
duly :detained againſt a Man's Will to his Damage, You 
produce Groti#s arguing againft this Diſtinion thus, That 
then it fhall-be lawful thus to covenant, unleſs you repay within 

 #hree days, you ſhall give ſo much for delay. But this 1 conceive 
will not invalidate the Diſtinction ; for they who condemn 
Ulſury, do ſay, If a Man do lend only for three days in pre- 
tence to.one with whom he intends to leave it longer, and 
ſhall then take Profit for the Borrowers keeping of it all the 
reſt of the time beyond thoſe three days, he does but trifle 
indeed, and impoſe on his. own. Conſcience, which is privy to 
what he did-ſecretly mean and intend 3 and in ſo doing he is 
as truly a.Uſurer as if there were noſuch pretence made. 

As-for the Definitions of Uſury, which you repreſent as 
very various; ſome placing tt in exa@ing Gain, others in the 
Compatt.or Covenant, and he whom you reply to in the Ex- 
peFation, which you ſeem to wonder at moſt, Pag. g. they do 
all come much toone and the ſame,according to the common 
and uſual Definition of Ulſury, :{c. padum ex mutuo Lucrum, 
Covenanting for Gain upon the account of Loan. Which Cove- 
nant may be either expreſt or implied. . And this latter way 
of covenanting may help you to the meaning of thoſe Words 
[ expected, or intended ] which you fay you underſtand nor, 
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Pg, tT. as alſo the. taking what is not exal7ed, but only ex- 
peed, whereat you ſeem greatly. amusd, Pag. 137. When 
'tis well known, and' taken'for grarited' by both Partics,, thar 
ſomething over and above. the Money lent is expe&ed or 7::;- 
tended in conſideration of the Loan, tho it be not a@mlly ex- 
preſſed, this is an implicit Covenant., Mr. Fenton expreflcth this 
Diſtin&ion thus, There is mental and anal QOſfiiry ; the firſt 
confiſteth only in the Intention of the Heart, for he that doth not 
indent either by Word or Deed, et if any hope or expeFation of 
Gain was to kim a eAlotive of lending, that Man in the Court of 
Conſcience ſtandeth guilty of this Sin before God 5, as he that lock- 
&th on a Woman to luſt after her, commiteth Adultery with her ir 
bir Heart. And fo Mr. Wilſon ſtates it in theſe Words, 5 
the wery deſire and expeFation of Gain for lending only,. is mental. 
and intentional Uſury 3- ſo the impoſing, or by Covenant befure- 
hand agreeing for Increaſe above the Principal, is of the nature 
of aFual Vſury. Aﬀer tle ſame manner Mr. Greezbll ſtates 
it in his Expoſition on Ezek. 18: 8. and cites theſe Words of 
St. Auſtin for it, S7 plus quam dediſt; expeFas atcipere, fanera- 
tor es, 'T would be almoſt endlels to quote Authors to this 
purpoſe 3 I will therefore inſtance but in one more, and that 
1s the learned Ames, whom you have your {ef referr'd to- 
in divers places of your Book 3 and 'tis ſomewhat ſtrange 
methinks that you thould overlook the very Definition he 
gives of Ufury, which is, Lacrum ex miutuo queſttum wi ipſins 
maitui + which word: qneſitum he- explains thus, Prefttum dis 
ertur hot lucrum, non Conventum 5 quia non taniium uſura realis, 
in qua paum intercedit, ſed &» mentalis que verſatur in Inten- 
tione Lucrum it debifum ex mutuo acquirendi, iſt4 Deſcriptione 
contineatur. He tells you alfo that thoſe words, vi ipſius muty7, 
are added to diſtinguiſh 'Ofary from Intereſt, To this Head 
may be referr'd what you ſay, *Pag. 133. when Mr. F. pleads 
that the taking of a Gitt for Loan is Ulſury, if the Gift were 
intended or expeFed 3 you reply, Let Reaſon as” is 
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The Caſe of Wſury 

fnful to expel? a Gift, is it not ſinful alſo to receive it ? ] do 
not ſee how it is at all contrary to Reaſon, that a Man may 
warrantably receive what he ought not to expect. I lend 
my Money freely, as a pure a& of Love and Kindneſs, ex- 
pecting nothing for the Loan : If he that has borrow it, 
will of his own Ingenuity and Gratitude, put me upon recei- 
ving ſome Gift from him which I did not look for, the Caſe 
is different from what it would have been, if I had look'd 
for it, and from the hopes thereof had been influenced to lend 
bim this Money. And to this purpoſe I ſhall obſerve to you 
what Aves hath determin'd concerning Simvry, which may 
giveſome light to the preſent Caſe 5 Nor eft Simonia, quando 
ex meri Gratitudine, ſine ullo paFo expreſſo, vel tacito, diree vel 
#ndirede, aliquid datur. At intentio ipſa iſtinſmodi donationune 
aut receptionum, quamvis in alter ſola parte conſiſtat, eſt gradus 
quidanm hujus peccati, atqz, aded non male vocatur Simonia Men- 
talis, & 2 noxnullis confidentialis, prout diſtinguitur 4 conven- 
tionali & reali, You ſee then the learned Ames did judg a 
Man may withont the Guilt of Sizw0zy, receive what it would 
have been Simony in him- to expeF. So they who hold it 
- Uſary to expeF a Gift for Loan, count it not ſo to receive it 
afterwards if it come unexpeRd. 

Aduenturing is eaſily enough diſtinguiſhable from U/ary, 
tho you ſeem very loth to acknowledg it 3 and ſuppoſing the 
Conſideration for it be moderate and proportionable to the 
hazard, it has never I think been condemn by any judici- 
ous and conſidering Perſon 3 being a Co-partnerſhip with 
another that adventures upon the like hazard with himſelf of 
the Ships miſcarrying : If the Ship be loſt, all is loſt. So fay 
you, The Lenders Principal is loſt if the Debtor break, But is 
this the like hazard with the former 2 The hazard you ole 


tion of the "Perſon's breaking, is in this caſe of Adventure 
too, beſides the hazard of-the Ship's return : for the Man 
who is iatruſted with the Money that is _— =y 
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break, and ſometimes does. But the Profit received upo 
the Ship's return is not in Conſideration of that hazard of 
the Man's breaking, but of the known hazard to which the 
Ship is exposd, and the proportionable Returns the Ship is 
like to make if it comes home ſafe. There is ſome Uncer- 
tainty in all worldly things : but they who lend upon Uſe, 
do take care to ſecure their Money abſolutely, either by ha- 
ving Land bound for it, or by ſome collateral perſonal Se- 
curity, or both. They may be ſometimes miſtaken when 
they think it very ſure, and there is no worldly thing whar- 
ever but is liable to ſome Caſualty. It may ſuffice to this 
purpoſe, that the Uſurer means no other than to place it in 
good and ſufficient and ſure Hands: *Twere not free from all 
Caſualty, if he did chuſe to keep it in his own. 
You fay further, Pag. 17. or rather quote Rzve for it, 
* That what is cited out of Ariſtotle, Cicero, Plutarch, 8c. 
© againſt Uſury, reſpe&s not ſo much what is intrinſecal, as 
* what is accidental, and commonly attends it. The like may 
* be ſaid of the Expreſſions of the Fathers which are very 
© bitter againſt Uſury, they had reſpe@ to that Uſury which 
* prevailed too much in all Apes againſt Equity, Honeſty, 
« Charity and Faithfulneſs 3 as Chryſeſows upon Matthew ſaid, 
© There was nothing more cruel, nothing more ſhameful than 
* the Uſury of his Time : but it follows not that they under- 
* ſtood it of all Uſury, &c. Did thoſe learned Men and Fa- 
thers themſelves make any DiſtinQtion, and ſay, They meant 
what they ſpake of ſome Uſarers only 2 IF not, 'tis but accord- 
ing to the moſt uſual and ordinary way of Conſtrucion to un- 
derſtand them of ſary i common ; and to ſuppoſe the contra- 
ry, ſeems very precarious: And ſo does your following Ex- 
poſition of the Sayings of the Heatherfs that are fo rigid a- 
gainſt Uſury, Pag. 18. You find, . you ſay, in Seneca, a gene- 
ral Rule for the right underſtanding of ſuch like Paſlages, /c. 
« Jome things are PAI ta 6 meaſure, that they may 
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0 The- (Cafe of Wſmry 
© return to thejr proper and right meaſtre, &c. And'as 
« often as there is little Confidence in” thoſe things thou re- 
© quireſt, more muſt be injoyned than 1s ſufficient, that what 
« is ſufficient may be performed, ec. ' This general Role. you 
have found out would do ſpecial Service, if it were applied 
to all thoſe Purpoſes to which it is applicable, as to this of 
Uſury. __ 7 SED, S291 
The next thing I ſhall obſerve to you is, your appealing 
. to godly Perkins, Pag. 26. and Pag.203. * Hear bleſſed Calvin, 
* and let Grotius moderite between us,Pag, 143. What if he that 
* writes againſt Uſary ſhould fay, T appez to godly Bolton; ' or 
* hear bleſſed Biſhep Jewel, or let Biſhop Sanderſon moderate bc- 
* tween #4; would you take thoſe to be Arbitrators in this 
*caſe? And whereas you add further, © That you dare a- 
* vouch ſuch as having Wealth in their Coffers, and there let. 
*-it lie idle, having fair and honeſt Opportunities to bring the 
« fame forth, are notie of the beſt Members in the Common- 
*.wealth, Pag. 33. Iknow no Mat will pain-ſay you 3 you 
need not-doubt of being poſitive m this. But in- another 
place, methinks your poſetzve Conrlyſion may admit of ſome De- 
' mir.” Sc:.Pag. 92. © What Mr. F. faith, &c. $yails nothing 3 
* for: upon Suppohtioh that the Law it ſelf [ 6; againſt Uſu- 
* ry ] be not political and proper.to'the Jews, but univerſal, 
* and in its full force unto this'day I fay;that Utfury in Scrip- 
-* fire is forbidden only with reſpe@ to the Poor. 'I ſee.you 
ire reſoly;d 'to. carry the Cauſe. onle Way or other. . If 
one Thterpretation will” tiot hold, this other ſhall. -'But be- 
fore I'make any Reply to thar, it may hot be amifF to take 
notice of. thoſe manifold Expoſitions. you produce- of that 
Text, Lake 6. 35. Lend, hoping for nothing again. Firſt, that 
ie-may be underſtood of free, giving - And to, ſttengthen this 
Opinion, you. corpate Pal. 37. 21; The. Righteoks ſheweth 
' Merey, aud giveth; with'ver.26, He is ever merciful, and lend-. 
eb; both which you think'to be one and the ſame, and = 
ree. 
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free giving 1s called lending, becauſe of the Retribution that 
God ſhall make unto thoſe, who thus communicate their 
Goods : for we learn from *Prov. 19. 17. that, He that giveth 
to the Poor, lendeth to the Lord. Secondly, Hoping for nothing 
again : 3,e. tho you have little reaſon to hope for the Princi- 
pal, becauſe of the Poverty of the Debtor, whoſe Neceſſity 
may require that we lend to him, tho we have juſt cauſe to 
doubt he will not be able to repay it : And by ſo doing, we 
ſhall exceed thoſe Sinners mention'd ver. 34. who lend to Sin- 
ners to receive as much again, Thirdly, Hoping for nothing a- 
gain : 4.e. fruſtrating none that come to borrow, of that hope 
which they have conceived of your Beneficence. Lend, and 
fruſtrate not the hope of any. If any have need of Loan, 
| be not ſo rigid towards them, as to cut off all hope of a Be- 
nefit to be conferred, but rather ſhew your ſelves forward in 
lending. Fourthly, Hoping for nothing again : 3. e. not hoping 
to recerve the like Kindneſs again, Te {ozz, £qualia, as ſuppole 
the having of the like Sum lent to you another time. Fifthly, 
Hoping for nothing again - 4. e. deſparing nothing, -or not 
loſing all- manner of hope, viz. of a juſt Retribution from 
God, if not from Man. Here are divers Interpretations of 
this Text, and yet you ſpeak of paſſing by others. And in- 
deed you have - paſt by one as plauſible as moſt of thoſe yon 
have mention'd 3 and the Opinion too of an Expoſitor you 
have in your Book quoted oftneſt of all; which is, that our 
Saviour ſheweth with what AfeFion and Diſpoſition of Heart 
Men ought to lend, viz. Having reſþe@& to the good of the Party 
borrowing, and not to the Reſittution of the thing lent. But how 
many interpretations ſoever the Text is favourably capable of, 
as you exprels it, Pag. 43. yet from hence it doth appear, that 
thoſe who underſtand not this Text of expeCting beyond the 
Principal, are not- agreed among themſelves concerning the 
Senſe-of it, but of very- various Minds what Conſtrudtion to 
make thereof, And yet I OY pat them all together, it 
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L2 The Caſe of Uſury 
will be found that the greater number of Expoſitors whe 
have written on this Text, do go the other way, and do un- 
derſtand it of lending, without expeRation of any thing be- 
yond the Principal in Conſideration of the Loan. If it be 
probable that theſe latter are miſtaken,yet it does not certain- 
ly appear that they are ſo: and poſlibly their underſtanding 
of 'that place docs bid as fair as ſome of the Gloſſes you have 
produced. - But what if it ſhould be granted that Uſury is not 
particularly condemned in the New Teſtament >? May it not 
ſuffice, that it is condemned by Moſes and the Prophets, and 
the Book of Pſalms? where do we find falſe Weights and Mea- 
ſures, or. Perjury particularly forbidden in the N.Teſt.? If you 
fay, falſe Weights and Meaſures are forbidden in the N. Teſt. 
under the general name of Injuſtice z ſo it may be ſaid that 
Uſury is forbidden under the general name of Uncharitable- 
neſs, or Oppreſlion :. But divers there are, who believe this 
Text to have a-particular reſpe&t to Uſury. You add,* Sup- 
*.poſe-it be granted, that hoping for nothing again, reſpetts 
©the Uſe or Overplus, this may be, and yet with Reſtriction 
* to the Poor, even as, give to every Man that arketh- of - thee, 
<.zer. Zo. mult be reſtrained to ſuch as are fit Obje&s:of our 
* Alms 3 and why ſhould not, Lend, hoping far nothing again, 
* have its Reſtrictions 10021 anfwer,. fo it will admit of the 
like Reſtrictions with the former, and yet be underſtood to 
condemn taking any Overplus for the Loan from any Per- 
fon: For no one pleads that we are bound to lend to all 
Perſons that would borrow of us whatever they have:a mind 
to borrow, but only to ſuch as we judgifit Objeds to lend 
unto3..and whatever we.do ſo; lend, to lend the ſame freely, 
without. agreeing etther direGly, or indirectly, to receive 
back any thing again over and above what we do lend.- 
As-to what, you. wiſh,- that ; ſome would take notice ef anather 
fort-of , Theft, Pag; 52: Tis a Refleftion remote and alien 
forthe caſe in hand 3 for which ;Reaſpn I ſhall make.no 0- 
| ther 
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ther Obſervation on it, than that I conceive, if what 1s intt- 
mated'be tre, it had been however more candid and inge- 
nuous to have referr'd thatto fome private Admonition. 

You ſay, 'Pag. 54. that Mr. F's Triumph which he makes 
from the Council of Nice conſiſting of 318 holy Men, &c. 
amounts to no more than this, Whoever of the Clergy for filthy 
Lucre ſake exerciſeth Uſary, let him be depoſed : And fo you 
paſs on in your Diſcourſe without any other Reply to it, as 
if this of the Council of Nice. had. been ſcarce worth- the 
mentioning. 

But I am loth to be tedious, and therefore ſhall paſs to the 
ſecond Anſwer you give, which is, that if the Law againſt V- 
ſury were not political and proper to the Fews, then you ſay that 
it did forbid it only with reſpe& to the Poor. Tn ſome places in- 
deed the Poor are mentiond : but in divers other places, and 
the greateſt number too, there is no mention made of 'the 


Poor. The Reply you make to this, for which you refer to 


Mr. Baxter's Diredory, 1s, that where the Prophets reprove the 
Sin of Uſury, it is expreſſed without that Limitation of the 
Poor, © Partly becauſe it fappoſeth the meaning of the Law 
© to be known, which the Prophets did but apply 3 and partly 
© becauſe there-was little or'no Tending uſed among the Jews - 
© but to the needy,as an A of. Charity. - The firſt Reaſon js 
only a Conjecture, taking that for granted,which is the very. 
matter in difpute, fc. That it was generally known that the Pro- 
hibition of Oſury was limited to the Poor. And if. this.Con- 
jecture be right, then it muſt follow that it was lawful for one 
Jew to take 'uſe of another Jew that was rich z and then 
your firſt Defence will fall to the ground. The ſecond Rea- 
ſon may as ſtrongly be urged on the contrary part, vis. 
therefore the word Poor was added. to Brother in ſome Scrip- 
tures where Ulſury is condemn'd, becauſe the Poor were-the 


Perſons moſtly concerned in borrowing : which you do + 


grant-your felt: in theſe Words, Pag. 231. Moſtly it. was. the 


Paarer : 
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poorer ſort among the Jews that borrowed. And you allo quote 
Mr. Capel for it, ſaying, :The Law doth urge it moit that it be 
not done to the poor Fews, becauſe the Fews were n0t wont to box- 
row, except it were the poorer ſort. ;And this Conſtruction a- 
grees well with other Scriptures, particularly Dex. 24. 14. 
Thou ſhalt not oppreſs an hired Servant that is poor and needy - 
*T will not follow that they might oppreſs others. And Exod. 
22.22, &c. Te ſhall not affli any Widow or Eatherleſs Child, exc. 
And in the very next place it follows, If thou lend Money to 
any of my "People that is poor by thee, thou ſhalt not be to him as 
an Oſurer, neither ſhalt thou lay upon him Uſury. 'Twill not 
follow that if they did lend Money to any of their Brethren 
that were rich, they might lay Uſury upon them. Yea,many 
who think Uſury lawful now, do grant that it was unlaw- 
ful for the Jews to take Uſe of their Brethren, tho they were 
rich. You produce Rivet, Pag.94. *Replying, that in ſuch 
© Conſequences there is .a Dillinilitude, becauſe Qppreſſion 
* and the like are evil inthemſelves, as js clearly proved from 
© other places 3 but it is not evil in it {elf to take any: Increaſe 
« for Loan, but 1n ſome caſes only, into which the rich Man 
<* while ſuch falleth-not. But how does;it'appear that Uſury is 
not evil init ſelf ? He fays fo tis true, and makes that a Reaſon 
to invalidate the former Conſequenices : but this is the thing 
under queſtion, and therefore I concerve not to be taken for 
granted in the Diſpute concerning it. ' Tis ſufficient to the 
preſent purpoſe, that what is evil in it ſelf; may be ſpoken a- 
oainſt with. Limitation annexed, tho- the thing notwith- 
ſtanding be evil univerſally : even ſo, tho Uſury be forbid- 
den in ſome places with a Limitation to the Poor, yet it will 
not follow from thence but it may be evil univerſally ? 'Tis 
an aggravation of any Oppreſlion, if it be a poor Man that 
is oppreſſed; as it was a more heinous Offence to take the 
poor Man's Lamb who had nothing elſe ſave that one Ewe- 
Lamb which he had nouriſhed up with his- Children, than to 

have 
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have taken one. from a rich Man, who had many and could 
well ſpare'it:: but the, Apgravarion 'of ſuch an Oppreſlion 
will riot ferve to' juftify ' any other of a' leſs degree. You 
ptead very much 1h divers places of your Book for the Tc 7 
tablemefs of ſome, kind of Uſury, and urge this, that the 

of | Money. is worth Money, and as valuable as that for which we 
receive Rent.” But it. God have forbidden the receiving 
Profit for Loan, which 'is the matter in/queſtton, tis not ſut- 
ficient for us to ſay that Loan # vol up You grant that 
God hath forbidden us to take uſe of a_ poor Mar, if we lend 
him'a Sum of, Money to. ſerve, his Occaſtons, and yet my 
lendmg him this Sum of Money is as valzable init felf as my 
lending the like Sum to a rich Han. Why may I not then 


( if our Judgment concerning the Equitableneſs of the thing. 


may ſerve ) , take Uſe of this poor &Har for that which is in- 
deed as valuable? or why may I not take Profit of him for the 
Loar of Money, if it be altogether as valuable, and/it be no 
more evil in 7t ſelf ( to take Uſe than to take Rent ) as well 
as take Rent of him for my Houſe wherein he lives? What 
Injuſtice is there in the former more than in the latter ? You 
will poſlibly ſay, 'tis. a breach of Charity to make a poor Mar: 
pay Uſe for Loan, tho the” Loari be valuable : Bur:can yon 


give me a reaſon why Charity ſhould oblige me to give him 


the Conſideration for the Loan, more than the Conſideration 
for his dwelling in my Houſe, both of them being ' equally 


valuable, unlefs you produce this Divine Law againſt Uſary ? 


And if you do fo, then you muſt plead that it is in force now 
with refpect to the Poor,and ſo much of it is moral; butwith 
ane. ay the Rich 1t 15 not in force, that being judicial, (thus 


making it partly moral, and partly judicial or that it was- 


never intended at all but only with reſpe& to the Poor. © But 


1s not this a very doubtful and uncertain way of concluding 3 
and the rather, for that the great Argument of Eqrity holds - 
with rc{peCt to the Poor as. well as the Rich ?_ IF. it be as e-- 


zuitable 


» 
i A 
5; 4 


» -- " Jo 
- - i + FS : _ 
- + —— 


'F 


- 
ih aro then & pagoemogtheth awed ack <5 went >; 
= _ 2% Þ 


236i. Ne mu 


©<.. 4 evo oe £8: apr ed Q 


» > LCL CG 
x © 54/0 p7 7 Hr es -- *» 


46 The Caſe of Uſury 

quitable that a poor Man ſhould pay me. ten Shillings Rent 
tor his poor. Dwelling, as that the rich Man (whois my Tenant 
alſo) ſhould pay me ten Pound Rent for his Houſe, being of 
anſwerable value 3 why it is not as equitable that the poor 
.Man ſhould pay me Uſe for five Pound,: as that the rich 
Man ſhould pay me Utſe for five hundred ? I may indeed in- 
cline rather to give the poor Man his Uſe, and ſo I-may to 
give him his Houſe-Rent : but according to the (tri& Rules 
of Juſtice and Equity, I ſee not the Difference; for the poor 
Man hath as valuable a Conſideration for the Uſe he pays, as 
the rich Man hath for the Uſe-that is paid by bim; and the 
Conſideration too is as valuable for the Ute he pays me, as 
for the Rent he pays me, the Loan of Money. being in it 
ſelf as truly valuable as the Jetting of an Houſe. From all 
which.it appears, that we are not n all Caſes to bring God's 
Laws:to. our Meaſures, -and that there is butlittle Reaſon to 
build much upon either of theſe Concluſions, That the Law 
1s moral in one reſpeQ, and not inthe other ; or that it was 
primarily intended only with reſpect to the Poor. 

And now having ſhewed, that theſe Limitations applied to 
thoſe Scriptures that condemn Ulſury, are not ſo ſatisfaftory 
as to put this matter out of doubt, that the Uſury you pleaded 
for is lawful, I ſhall apply my ſelf to thoſe principal Argu- 
ments before-me, which you offer in defence of it. And 
_ thoſe may be reduced to theſe ſever following, which I ſhall 

ſpeak to-in the order I fet them down, tho they be other- 
wiſe placed. in your Book, according as Mr. 7's Diſcourſe 
gave you occaſion to offer them. 

And the firſt is, That it is not biting, becauſe the Bor- 
rower as well as the Lender may be a Gainer by it. 

Secondly 3; That the Law of the Land is for ut. 

Thirdly 3 That a Man is not bound to lend his Stock free- 
ly to thoſe who are as rich or richer than himſelf, | 

Fourthly 3 That many Holy and Learned Men have 


judged it lawful, Fifchly 3 
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Fifthly 5 That it 1s neceſſary to the carrying on of Trade. 
 Sixthly 5 That it is but doigg as you would be done by. 
- Seventhly ; That: there are” divers Caſes, ſome of which 
you inſtance in, wherein 'tis hard to make it appear that U- 
ſary is more biting than other ways of dealing, that are ap- 
provd of by thoſe who condemn Uſury. 1 ſhall reply to each 
pf theſe in their order. : | 
Your firſt Argument is commonly anfwer'd by divers In- 
ſtances which are given of unwarrantable dealings, wherein 
yet both Parties are Gainers, among which I ſhall only men- 
tion this one, ſc. buying a Preſentation. You anſwer to this, 
that tho both Parties be Gainers thereby, yet the Church is 
a Loſer: ſo 'tis returnd 'to your Argument ; tho both 
Lender and Borrower may be Gainers, yet thoſe Cuſto- 
mers who buy of thoſe Men that borrow upon Uſe, are 
bitten 5 and that they muſt pay the dearer for what they 
buyz other Tradeſmen who have Monies of their own, 
being as willing generally to raiſe 'the Price too, and ſell 
as dear as they can. And for this reaſon they who have writ 
againſt Uſury, conclude all Uſury to be biting ; whether de- 
ſervedly or no, 1 will not fay ; but this is moſt plain in their. 
Writings, that they will not- admit this Diſtinfion of a wo- 
derate Uſury and a biting Ulury. And for this reaſon you 
might have ſpar d me-thinks what I find Pag. 134. Mr. F. 
anſwers thoſe who plead that the Expreſſions of the Fathers, 
and other Writers by him quoted againſt Uſury, were to be 
underſtood of griping Uſury, that there was no ſuch matter. 
You reply upon him, Are they ther to be underſtood of Tomy 
that is not griping 2 we muſt pardon hts Memory having told us 
befere once and again, that all Oſury was- griping. Pray conſi- 
der what kind of arguing this is. Was it not very obvious 
that Mr.F. meant no more than this,that what the Fathers and 
thoſe Writers he quoted, condemn'd, was Uſury conſidered 
without this DiſtinQion of griping Uſury and woderate Ulſury > 
C, __ You 
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You indeed make this Diſtin@ion for. them divers times, but 
they have-made no ſuch themſelves. ...Dr. Job Raynolds (than 
whom, as one obſerves, the World hardly. ever ſaw a better- 
Man, and a better Scholar) concluded this diſtin&tion of b3- 
tipg Uſury, and not biting, (made ule of, faith he,by ſome late 
Divines ) to be but a meer flam. And to the like purpoſe, 
ſays Mr. Green/ill in his Expoſition on Ezek. 18. 8, * Let Men 
* take heed. how they meddle with Ulury, and truſt: to a Di- 
* ſtinQtion of Man's Brain, making biting Uſury unlawful, and 
* other Uſury lawful ; leſt by this DiſtinQion- they get Mo- 
© ney in their Coffers, and loſe their Souls at laſt.” The ſame 


and nat that which. you call waderate, C)ſury, And.if ſo, I 


#434 


Irigmal for Uſury' ſignifies biting, becauſe,. ſaith Junizs, U-. 
ſury biteth and.confumeth a Man and his Subſtance. And fo 
fajth . Ajnſworth,. and I believe. moſt: others that:treat of it. 
But. what, a,weak, Foundation 1s. this to. ground. ſuch. a Di- 
ſtincan,upon, becauſe the. word; {ignifies, biting, that there- 
fox6 there. 15. a 4wofold Uſnry, biting, and not biting # Ypegially 
2, ) ceing 
| 0 
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feeing not only Nethek, which fignifics biting, but Tarbith, 
kicP lignifies Increaſe, is condemn'd, Levit. 25. 36. and both 
mention'd together, Take thou no Uſury of hins or Increaſe, but 
fear thy God, And Exzeke 18. 13. Hath given forth upon Uſa- 
ry, and hath o__ Increaſe, ſhall he then live 2 e>c. . 

Your ſecond Argument] find, Pag. 103. where.you plead 
the Law on your, fide for the, the taking. of, Uſe, which 
_— ſuppoſing the Law to admit for the avoiding-of .grea- 
ter Evils; yau ſcem to, wonder, at that much, , Greater Ezils ! 
what greater than the Damnation of Souls 8 T ' can't believe it. 
Do you not believe.that the: leaſt Oppreſſzoa { taking Oppreſ: 
fion in'that ſence which all do allow.of ) does deſerve Dam- 
nation 2 and do you not alſo believe. that ſome Oppreſlions 
are greater than others ? If it be. an ' Oppreſſion to require 

ſix Pound for the Loan of an hundred; ( which ſome do 
think it js) 'tis a greater Oppreſſion in:the.like Circurhſtances 
to require eight or tex. But as to this Argument of the Law's 
being on your fide, it will not be amiſs to take a little no- 
tice of your own way of expreſſing it, Pag. 10. * Where- 

* as the Law immediately preceding this which is now in force; 
* allowed eight in the hundred, this laſt Statute forbids taking 
* above ſix per Cent. Which. Toleration is granted, ſays the 
Learned Coke, that. great Oracle of the Law, for the like 
reaſon that Divorce was tolerated among the Jews. Our 
Law does not incourage the taking of any Uſe, or undertake 
to juſtify it as warrantable in point of Conſcience, but for- 
bids taking -more than fix per Cent. Yea, the very AG of the 
13th of &. Eliz. concerning. Uſury,. begins thus, Foraſaruch 
as all Oſury forbidden by God, is Sin and deteſtable, &c. And 
in the Statute of Jac. 21. there is this Proviſo, which you make 
reply to, Pag. 109. Provided that no words in this Law con- 
tained, ſhall be conſtrued or expounded to allow the pradice of 
Ofury in point of Religion or Conſcience, And the Import of 
your Reply to it, I conceive to be this, That tho the Law do 
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not allow the pra&ce of Uſury in point of-.Religign or Con- 


ſciences 'tis ſufficient that it doth'affow 7t/in civil-Commerce ; 


and ttiat it appertained not 'ro' 'a* Civil Court, "as the Parlia- 
ment'js,to determine whether a Man'thay pradi/e it in point 6 
Conſcience or na. Te which you add, If the Civil Law forbids 
Fleſh in Lent, the uſe thereof at that time in point of Conſcience 


remains lawful av before. Pray confidr how well you have 


follow'd your own” Argument, and whether -to apply. your 
way of managing it to the'cafe. in hand,” the Conſequence of 
it muſt not be this, Th-taltho'the Law allow the prattice of © 
Uſury in civil Commerce, the thing* however in point of 
Conſcierice is the ſame as it was before, notwithſtanding what 
the Law ſays of iveither'one way or other 2? And yet you ſeem 
to put a great Streſs upon the' Law in this matter of Uſury, 
as if Conſcience might be influenc'd and fatisfy'd thereby, and 
there were no difference between Legitimum and Licitum - 
particularly, p.-105:: *Let it be confiderd; foraſmuch.as Pro- 
© priety receives its Jimitatton and application from humane 
Laws, whether any Man hath not the ſame Right to Six per 
« Cent. in this Land, that lends his Money, as any one has to 
© his Lands and Tenements, or any Goods he enjoys, by vir- 
© tue of theſe Laws. You may be pleafed to remember that 
the Queſtion, Whether Gair covenanted for Loan be lawful or 
202 is not to be underſtood” whether it be lawful by Hu- 
man, but by Divine Law. And you fay with reference to 
the Law which forbids Fleſh 1n Lent, that the uſe thereof at 
that time in point of Conſcience remains lawful as. before. 
What Obligation human Laws have on-the Conſcience, needs 
hot here to be difpated 3 for the Law does not command a- 
ny. Man to take Uſe. But to return to your Inſtance. If the 
Law forbidding Fleſh in Lent don't alter that caſe in point 
of, Conſcience, how comes tit to paſs that it ſhould have ſuch 
an Influence here in point of. Conſcience? You fay, Pag. 
105. 1t appertzins-1o theſe Laws to ſtate and appoint, as at what 

| . rate 
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rate Gold and Siiver ſhall be valuable, -ſo alſo what rate Money 
lent ſhall bexr. 1-would grant what you ſa", if there had been 
no:more declard in Scripture concerning lending of Money, 
than there is at what rate Gold and Silver ſhall be valud. 
What you quote Dr. Hammond for, *Pag. 1-5. reſpets ano- 
ther Caſe far different from this, ſc. * That Chriſt's Kingdom 
* is nat of this World, that he came not to interpoſe in Secu- 
© lay Affairs ( ſuch as are the Proprieties of Men ) but diſ- 
* chimed having any thing to do to be. a Judg or Divider 
* among Men. Are there no Rules then and Laws in Scrip- 
ture that concern human Contracts ? Does God's Word no 


where interpole in Secular Afﬀairs, but leave all to Man's De- 


termination 2 Our Saviour, while he was here, would not 
be a Judg, but keep to his own Calling : doth. it thence fol- 
low that the Law of God doth not interpoſe in -Secular 
Afﬀairs? Theſe Words of Dr. Hammond are applied by him 
to confute thoſe who do found all Propriety in Grace, ſo as 
to juſtify all their Rapins and Invaſions on the Eſtates of 
thoſe whom they did look upon to be wicked, depriving 
them of their moſt lawful Rights and Poſſeſhions meerly upon 
this pretence, becauſe they were unholy z and: laying claim 
thereto themſclves as being gracious Perſons, and thereby 
priviledg'd to enter upon, and take Poſlcſiion of any carnal 
Man's Inheritance. How little does this agree to the purpoſe 
you produce it for? And yet this ſame Argument you urge 
' again, Pag. 247. and would prove it by this of Dr. Han- 
#10nud, Do you think that there are not ſuch Laws in ſome 
Countries, or that there may not be ſuch a Law as will allow 
of unjuſt Gain ? I mean, ſuch Gain as is forbidden by God's 
Word ? And will not ſuch Gain remain ſinful and unwarran- 
table ſtill, notwithſtanding-any human Law. concerning it ? 
If ſo, then this is no- certain Rule, that a Man may fafely 
take all that the Law will permit him to take. Yea, Dr. Ames 


himfclf, who: holds Uſury lawful, to which purpoſe you. 


have 


wage 
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have quoted 'him in divers places, yet among his Cautions 


| lays down this, That it is the ſafeft Courſe for hin that puts out 
- his Money, not to require all that he zmay by Law, but to keep 


within that which the Law permits. And Bp Taylor, whoſe 
Authority you have made uſe of, as a Favourer of your 
Cauſe, in his Da@or dubitantinm, lib. 3. cap. ms. -$71.' on 
Queſt. 5. Whether is to be obeyed,the Prince,or the ihop if they 
happen to command contrary things 2 ſays, * The latter js to'be 
* obeyed,in cafe what the Civil Law enaQts be only a Peraviſſe- 
© 0, and-not a SanGion and Command : As where the Ecclefi- 
5 aſtical Laws forbid Marriage in a certain degree, and the 
© Civil Power permits it, then the Subject may more ſafely . 
* obey the Power Eccleſiaſtical : for the Civil Power does 
© not command to marry in a certain degree. So it is in ſuch 


© things whichare permitted for the Hardneſs of Mens Hearts, 


© or the publick Neceſfity. The Permiſfion of the Prince is 
© no Abſolution from the Authority of the Church. Suppo- 


* fing Uſury to be unlawful ( as it is certain many kinds and 


© Inſtances of it are highly criminal ) yet the Civil Laws 
* permit it,and the Church forbids it. In this caſe the Canons 
*are to be preferrd ; for tho it be permitted, yet by the 
©Laws no Man is compelld to be an Uſurer, and therefore 
* Men muſt pay that Reverence and Obedience which is o- 
© therwiſe due to them that have the Rule over them in the 


'* condu of their Souls. And whereas you plead, Pag. 103. 


That you can't be perſwaded that eAlen may take ſo much upon: 
them as to tolerate or permit that which is in it ſelf unlawful, ſince 
Ywould ve a virtual Diſpenſation for the breach of a Divine Law; 
I ſhall not preſume to ofter my Thoughts in the Caſe 5 whe- 
ther they do well or no 1n tolerating it, 18 not that which I 


' take to be the Queſtion we are principally concerned to in- 


quire after, but whether we ſhall do well in praGtifing it. 
However I ſhall give you the Opinion of this ſame great and 


_ . eminent Caſuiſt in the ſame Book, *Pag. 285. The Common- 


wealth 
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wealth may promiſe not to puniſh Uſury, tho of it ſelf it were uncha- 
ritable, and conſequently unlawful. So that as for this Learned 
Biſhop, tho he ſpeak with much Moderation on this Subjet 
( and tis fit every one ſhould be moderate in fach diſputable 
matters ) yet whoſo impartially weighs what he hath written 
concerning it, will have little Incouragement from thence 
to practiſe Uſury.- But I deſire you yet further to conſider, 
IF you hold only fuch-a kind of Uſary lawful, as your own 
Authors you quote do allow of, you muſt condemn ſuch U- 
ſury as is not qualified with thoſe Limitations and Reſtriions 
that they lay down : but the Law of our Land which you 


do urge in this matter, and plead for the warrantableneſs of - 


taking whatever it allows, does allow the taking of Uſury e- 


ven from the 'Pvor,and whether the Borrower gain any thing by it, - 


or-n0, yea, tho ke loſe the whole Principal 3 and conſequently to- 


lerates that which 1s condemn'd by your own Authors. - This - 


Argument therefore from the Law will go further than you 
would have it. ' If you ſay, Tho the Law will ſuffer a Man 
to require Uſe in ſuch Caſes, yet however he is left to his 
own Conſcience in it, he may chuſe whether he will or no : 
So ſay I; he may chuſe whether he will take any Uſe at all 
orno.' The Law leaves him to his own liberty and choice 
in-the-one as well as the other, Yea, 'tis the Opimion of 
Learned Men, that our Law-givers were fain to tolerate this 
thing, becauſe they knew not well how to reform it. | I ſhall 
ſay no more at preſent concerning this Law of ours, ſave on- 
ly this, that it may be the leſs wonder'd at that there is fuch 
a Proviſo in it, That no Words therein contained ſhall be conſiru- 
ed or expounded to allow the praiticeof Oſury in point of Religion 
or Conſcience, not only becauſe 'tis againſt the general Current 


of Writers of all Profeſſions, but alſo. becauſe ' it is contrary 


to:the Do@Frine of our Church, which was then ( as it is ſtill } 
eſtabliſhed by Law in her Book of Homihes, where we have 


theſe Words, Jf the Merchant and woudly —_— . 
that: - 
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that God is the giver of Riches, he would content himſelf 
with ſo much as, by juſt means app2zoved of God, he could 
nct to his Living,and wowld be no richer than Truth would 
ſuffer him, he would never p2ocure his Gain and ask his 
G0.d5 at the Ocvils Hand. God fozbid, ye will ſay, that 
any Yan ſhould take his Riches of the Oevil : Uerily fo 
many as increaſe themſelves by Uſury, by Extoztion, by 
Perqury, by Stealth, by Deceits and C2aft, they have their 
—_ of the Devils Gift, #c. Hom. for Rogation-Week, 
2d Part. . | 
| Your third Argument above-mention'd is, That a Max is 
not bound to lend his ſtock freely to thoſe who are as rich or richer 
than himſelf. But this is very eaſily to be anſwer'd, viz. that 
; there are divers other ways of laying out a ſtock of Money, 
beſides putting it to uſe 3 which is ſo obvious, that I do the 
more wonder at what you write, 'Pag. 208. *IF in all Caſes, 
* and to all Perſons we are tied up to uſe Atts of pure Chari- 
© ty, there would be no room left for As of Juſtice ; ſuch as 
< buying and (clling,for giving, and free lending would ſwal- 
© low up all the former Ads. Did ever Mr. Boſtoz,whom you 
are now anſwering, or Mr. Cape! ( whom you afterwards be- 
ſtow ſome Animadverſions upon ) or any Perſon elſe that 
hath written againſt Uſury, lay down any ſuch thing, that 
we muſt give or lend away all our Money, ſo as there ſhould 
be no room left for buying or ſelling ? And yet, which is 
more ſtrange, you proceed to offer Reaſons againſt this, 
which I think no Perſon in the World ever ſaid or intended. 
Your firſt Reaſon is, © If a Man were tied up to. Aﬀts of Cha- 
© rity, and were not free to uſe Ads of Juſtice in Contradts, 
© then the- Fountain of his Charity would ſoon be drawn 
* dry : for then he would be till laying out, but not taking 
*jin; and no Man is able to ſatisfy the Cravings and ExpeQa- 
* tions of all neceſſitous Perfons, much lefs of all ſuch as 
* would borrow freely. Tis very fure, and this one Reaſon 
1; 
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is abundantly ſufficient'to prove what nobody will deny: 
But however you proceed to a ſecond;; which'is, « That Cha- 
© rity injoyns us not to beicrue] to'our- Selves' or Refations; 
© tho we are to be kind to'others, yet not ſo'as td be unkind 
* to our ſelves. Did ever any Man' plead that we are'bound 
to:lend all that we have to others, or fo much as will difzble 
us from making ſuch competent Proviſion'/as onr/Cotiditions 
and Relations & require ? Yea, inſtead hereof you -bring4n 
Mr. Capel himſclt, ſaying the fame with you 3 and twould'be 
wonderful ſtrange if he were not of your Mind 1n this thing. 
T ſpeak ( faith Mr. Capel ) of ſuch as are able, for we may not 
ſtretch beyond our Staple, and ſpoil all,” I muſt not 'make' my 
ſelf poor, to keep another from 'being:- poor, &e, But 1 ſhall nor 
proceed hereon any further to the exerciſe of your Patience. 
Your fourth Argument above-mentiond, That many holy 
and learned Men have judg'd it lawfai, does fully convince me 
that there is great Reaſon to judg charitably and honourably 
of thoſe who are ſo perfſwaded : but it does not prove the 
Lawfulneſs of it any more, than that there are many holy 
and learned Men have judg'd it unlawful, does prove it there- 
fore to be unlawful. And here it may deſerve Confiderati- 
on, that the chief of thoſe you have inſtanc'd in, tho they 
are of Opinion that in ſome caſes it may be lawful to receive 
Profit for Loan ( which caſes are very rarely obſerved, and 
particularly thoſe I ſhall hereafter mention under this ſame 
Head ) tho I fay they hold it in ſome Caſes lawfal, yet they 
are very tender therein, and expreſs themſelves rather to 
this purpoſe,that they do not fee the Unlawfulneſs of it, than 
aver confidently that it is unqueſtionably lawful. I have al- 
ready ſhewed how little Incouragement any Man can have to 
practiſe Uſury, that ſhall impartially weigh what Bp Taylor 
hath written of it. As for Mr. Calvir, you produce him, Pag. 
203. pleading, that if one Man delay and with-hold Payment 
beyond the time appointed, to = hindrance of the other, 
| | the 
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the Party: damnifid hereby may lawfully be conſider'd for it : 
and to, the ſame purpoſe, Pag 219, pleading- the Cauſe of 
the Lender, thus 3 5 Behold, :1:depended: upon bim; he pro- 
© miſed to pay me at ſuch a day;- that time is paſt and'I can 
'*-get. nothing, from, lim, he cares- not tho I and my Family 
© itarve for Hunger; therefore: in ſuch Cafes Juſtice ought 
* to remedy a Man. ' So then, if a Man be on this wiſe de- 
*ceived, it 3s a clear caſe, he may take Intereſt again, and not 
* for this be accuſed before either God or Men. How little is- 
this in-favour. of Uſury 2. Mr. F. whom you write againſt, , 
allows the ſame, and calls it by the name of. Intereſt, which 
he diſtinguiſhes from Uſury 5. and ſo do others as well as he, . 
tho you like not-the Diſtinction. Certaimly a Man can take 
little Incouragement to. pradtiſe Uſury from any thing that 
Calvin hath written :- yea, if I had never. read any other 
Perſon on this Subje&, I ſhould reſolve rather to have no- 
thing.to do with it: They who fled, or-were banifhd in times. 
of; Perſecution, carrying: Stocks. of Money with them; and 
wanting Skill to imploy tt in ſtrange places,did-put it into the 
hands of others-to trade with it, who gave them fome Al-- 
lowance for the U(e of: their Money. This was a Caſe fome- 
what, extraordinary, and twas partly; with a reſpe& to thofe 
Men, that:ſome'eminent Divines wrote fo favourably of U+ 
fury, qualified with ſuch and ſuch: Limitations: as'they have 
© laid down. ' And ſo did (alvir, tho he: ſays it were to be 
wiſhed that dll 'Oſury, yea the very name of it, were baniſh'd out. 
of the World 5 and that be deſir d nothing'more than never to 
have any further occaſion offer.d bin: to meddle. with that Subjedf ; 
which I {hall give you in- his own Words, Optendam quider 
efſet omnes Uſuras, ipſumq;, aded-nomen &t Mundo jampridem ex. 
aaſſe, ut nihbil magis. exoptem quam ut mihi neceſſitas non ſit Ar. 
gut#-ntum iſiud- deinceps attingere. | And in bis Harmony upon 
the Pentatench, Certe. minidte videtnr licitum Filits Des, quod 
propharri quog; Homines deteſtati ſtert 5. Simus nbiq; &- ſemper - 
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exoſum & infame fre farneratorum nomey, And again, Fe- 
21 giiftens exercere, rum, inter pudendos & turpes quajius dux- 
erint prophant Scriptores, multd minus tolerabile eſt inter Filios 
Dez. © And after he had ſpoken in defence of fome kind of 
Utſary qualified according to his Rules and Reſtrictions, he 
adtls theſe: Words, Nolg quidewe neo patrocinio uſuras foyere, atq; 
utizam non#" ipfunr abolitun efſet e Mundo, And in another 
place, after *H& had diſcourſed on this SubjeR, he concludes 
thus, Sed renendum ſemper eſt, vix fieri poſſe, ut qui fenns acci- 
pit non gravet Fratrem ſunn © © ided optandum eſt nomen ipſum 
tam Fenoris quam Ofure ſepultum eſſe ,& deletum ex hominun 
a__—cc..c. at LES 
' Dr. Hammond you have frequently quoted, and particularly 
his Pradical Catechiſm - and yet hethere ſays, that the buſineſs 
of Oſury is not ſo clearly ſtated in the N'ew Teſtament, or in the © 
Ola, as that he can ſet ſtrict and certain Laws to a Man's Ai- 
ons from thence. He does indeed, rather encline to think it 
lawful with this Caution among others, That he. who lends, be 
( 45 far as morally he can be) ſure that he who pays hims this Uſe, 
be able to do it without eating out, or burting himſelf, but that he 
makes greater Gain of it himſelf; and if either by miſ-adventure, 
or by his own negle&@s it be otherwiſe, 'tis the ſafeſt courſe to for- 
bear the Thtereſt 3 and that in matters of this nature it is his Du- 
ty to take _—— Now, ſays he, if a Man think, himſelf 
obliged ſoto do, "twill make hin the more circumſpeF in exami- .. 
ning the Condition of the Perſon of whom he adventures to tale 
Uſe, e&c. And afterwards, . I all this, ſays he, you wuſt not © 
think that I am ſo poſitive as in other things I have been, exc, | 
And1 find in the Life of Dr. Hammond, put forth by the 
Right Reverend Biſhop of Oxford, this obſerved concerning | 
him, The taking of Of, tho he judg'd it lawful, yet never ap- 
provd by Prattice, but lent (till gratis hoth to Friends and Siray- 
gers. Since then that Dr. Hawmond offers ſach.a Caution ; 
and not he only, but Cafvir too, who fays further, that the 
D 2 Borrower's 
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Borrower's Gain, muſt be ſo much. more leaf ug the Intereſt 
he pays, together , with other. Qualifieatiqns Jaid down by. 
them and'divers othersz and particularly that of Zaxchy and 
and *Bucer, who held, That the Lerder ought to ſhare in the 
loft of the Principal, if it did happen to wiſcarry in the Borrow- 
ers hands, viz. that this muſt be, thetr.pruyate, purpoſe and-in- 
tehttho it he” pot expreſt 3. and that;fore-mentiond. one of 
Ames,” not to require all that a- Man - may by Law, but to keep 
within that which the Law permits ;, let it be conſider'd whe- 
ther a Man had not as good never meddle with it at all, as 
adventure upon that which the Principal of thoſe who have 
written 'in defence of it, preſcribe not only theſe above- 
mention'd, but divers other Limitations and: Cautions about, 
wherewith- they apprehend it needful to qualify and tempes 
it to make it paſſable. And it may not be amiſs to conſider 
further, whether ſuch- as plead theſe Mens Authorities, da 
obſerve the' Cautions which are preſcribed; by them. To all 
this T ſhall add theſe words of Biſhop, Hall in his Pra&ical 
Caſes of Conſcitnce, All Oſury, which is an abſolute Contra? for 
the meer Loan of Money, is unlawful,. both by Law natural and 

poſitive, both divine and. humane. And Grotius himſclf, whom 
you have quoted'oftneſt of any other Author, jn the be- 

inning of his- Diſcourſe about it, makes this Profeſſion, 

Vic ds re adurus illud primaum prefabor, probare me eorum Pie- 

zaters, qui toinm hoc lucrandi genus ſnblatum wellent e rebus bus 

mans, quando multa inde mala mnaſci manifeſtiſſmum eſt, 1 

have thought it the more adviſeable to' be thus large 1n my 

Reply to this fourth Argument” of yours, becauſe there are 
divers I believe incouraged by the Authorities of ſuch emi- 

nent Perſons, not only to allow themſelves freely in what 

they have written ſo nicely and tenderly of, but alſo to go 

beyond in ſeveral reſpects what thefe (and divers ethers who 

might be inftanc'd in). have been carefu] to preſcribsin their 
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Your fifch Argument for Uſury, is the Necefhity of it to 
the carrying on of Trade. But this, tho ſo ſtrongly urged, 
does not fo plainly appear. Tradeſmen, if they did ſe it 
good; might take other meaſures, and yet find their Trade 
go: on proſperouſly enough notwithſtanding. It does hap- 
pen ſo indeed ( but I can {ce little reaſon for it ) that they 
who write for the Lawfulneſs of Uſury, are counted the 
greater Friends to the trading part of the Nation : And this 
15 one great Hinge you lay your Diſcourſe upon, as it Uſu- 
ry were the very Pillar and Baſis of Trade, without which 
it would fall to the ground. Did not the Rowars flouriſh 
hundreds of Years before Ulſury was pradtis'd among them 
(as one obſerves) ? and the Jews did flouriſh in Wealth (none 
more) without any. Toleration of Uſury. Tradeſmen have 
been ſo far concerned this way, that they do not generally 
deſire to hear any thing ſpoken againſt it: they have recety'd 
conliderable Increaſe by this-way of dealing, and this darling 
Nation of the Neceſlity of it to-Trade, is that they are wil- 
ling to take ſome Satisfaction fromz tho there are ſome 
Tradeſmen on the other hand had better never have known 
what Uſury meant. But there is no great need of diſputing 
this one way or other, Whether Uſury be a furtherance to Trade 
or 40. If God's Word condemn it, 'tis no Man's Intereſt to 
praQtiſe it, and a weak Argument to {ay that Trade is ade 
- vantagd thereby ; if God's Word do not condemn it,. then 
let it be freely pracisd to all intents and purpoſes for which 
it.can be.render'd ſerviceable. And. that muſt be the iſſue 
of, this Diſpute, and not whether Trading be betterd by it 
or no.. Oaly I with it without any prejudice and imparti- 
ally conſider d, whether they who are not ſatisfied in the 
lawfulneſs of Ulury, may not - be ( whatever can evidently 
appear to. the-contrary ) as 'great Friends to Trade, as the 
chiefeſt of thoſe wha .have. written for. the lawfulneſs of .it. 


# 


L ſhall conclude my Anſwer to this Argument with the words 
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of that great and known Caſuiſt, Biſhop Szxderſor, in his 
Sermon on 1 Cor. 7.24. © It were not poſſible Vſarers ſhould 
© be ſo bitterly inveighed againſt by ſober Heather Writers, 
© ſo ſeverely cenſured: by the Civil and Canon Laws, fo uni- 
« formly condemned by godly Fathers and Conncils, ſo univer- 
* fally hated by all Men of all forts, and in all Ages and 
< Countries, as Hiſtories and Experience manifeft they ever 
© have been and are, if their Practice and Calling had been 
* any way profitable, and not indeed every way hurtful and 
* incommodious, both to private Men and publick Societies. 
Your fixth Argument 1s, That 1t is but doing as you would 
be done by. And yet you grant, Pag. 98. That he who 
lends to another, if he were to borrow himſelf, world not be 
willing by an abſolute and free-will to pay Intereſt; for, ſay 
you, If any would ſo far be-friend the Borrower, as to lend him 
gratis, this is of the two more eligible, tor which you produce, 
Dis niſi mentis inops, &c. But this in my Apprekenfion does | 
not well agree with that Argument you are now treating of; 
and I ſhould think whatever may be ſaid of others, yet at 
leaſt ſuch as are of your Opinion in this matter, will do well 
to lend freely what they lend, becauſe they would like-it well 
-to have others lend freely to them. But the meaning of 
that great Law, Whatever we would that others ſhould do unto 
4, we are to do the ſame untothem, muſt be underſtood a ſuch 
caſes wherein we are rightly inform'd, . ( and fo the doubt re- 
mains ſtill in a great meaſure unſatisfied ) otherwiſe I can in- 
ſtance wherein a Man will do very ill in doing to another 
"What yet he may be too well contented another ſhould do to 
him. Beſides, Partiality may make me think that very rea- 
ſonable, when I am on the lending hand, which would not 
ſkemſo to me if | were to borrow : and it feems you by your 
.good-will would have others lend you freely, in eaſe they 
-could perſwade themſelves to be fo kind. 
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Your ſeventh Argument is, That there are divers calſcs 
wherein 'tis hard to make it appcar that Uſury is more biting 
than other ways of dealing, that are approv'd of by thoſe - 
who condemn Uſury, You give divers Inſtances to this pur- 
poſe which are very proper and pertinent ; but there is one of - 
the Inftances you have produced that I do not fee any Co- 

gency in; Which 1s, of a Man that borrows upon Uſe a Sum 
_ of Money to purchaſe an Eſtate of Land, on which there is 
Timber enough to inable this: Purchaſer to pay back the 
whole Sum again; for here the Price paid for the Land is 
not a valuable Conſideration; and this kind of arguing 
would ſerve to. juſtify. the receiving more for the Loan 
of Money ( and yet the Borrower not be bitten ) than I 
believe the moſt biting and oppreſiive Uſurer in the World 
did ever receive. 'T1s nt every Man that purchaſes Land, 
ſhould pay a Price in ſome good meaſure anfwerable to the 
real value of the Land,.and of the Timber too that is npon 
it :: and if ſo, he that borrows Money upon Ute to purchaſe 
Land, may in a ſhort time ſee cauſe to repent his Bargain. . 
But there are Caſes, .I confeſs, in which 'tis difficult to find: 
out how Uſury ſhould+ be more biting: then ſome other 
ways of dcaling that are allowed of on all hands; with re- 
ference to which Cafes, I'ſha]l'offer theſe two things to your: 
. Conſideration. Firſt, Whether the like caſes might not have 
been pleaded by a Jew that ſhould, have praftisd Uſury with 
his-Brethren ? ' And yet the chief of- thoſe Authors you pro- 
duce tn favour of- it now, do hold that it was unlawful to- 
the Jews. | Secondly, Whether the Wit of Man may not 
find out divers fubti] Arguments, and propound Caſes very. 
ſpecious and plaufible in defence of that, which yet notwith- 
ſtanding is not” juſtifiable in it felf 2. Yea, in Mathematical Sct- 
ences ( tho in them there be. the plaineſt Demonſtration ) 
are Arguments produced pro and coz, which are to our Ap- 
prehentions undeniable on. both ſides, Bur if an” 
orb! 
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forbid it ( which is that I regard more than all Arguments . 


from other Topicks ) to what purpole is it for us to urge, 


_ that there are Caſes may be .thought on,wherein we are not 


able to ſee the Iniquity of it 2 Neither can you eaſily ſee 


-whercin 'tis inconſiſtent with Equity ( as I have intimated 


before) to take Uſe of a poor Man for Loan of Money, 
any more than to take Rent for his Houſe ; and yet you do 


' Not ſeem to like that your ſelf, to take Uſe of a poor Man. 


We can ſee but a little way, and are not to make our Appre- 
henſjons a meaſure for Divine Laws. - We (hull be guilty of 
atluming too much to our own weak and ſhallow Apprehen- 
fions, it we would endeavour to bring all things to their 
Standard. Man's Wit 3s ſet on work ( ſays a learned and ju- 


dicious Writer) to ſpin ont fine and ſattil Caſes of Oſury wherc- 


in no wrong ſhall appear. 'Tis an eafy maticr to caſt a Stone into a 
Pool, which ſeven wiſe Men will hardly get oit : and one ſuch Caſe 
will beget many Caſes like unto it ſelf, for the Wit of Man will work 
like a Mole to get into the Earth, To which I ſhall ſubjoyn 
the Opinion of a worthy Perſon I lately diſcourſed with on 
this Subje&t, © That God hath given this Law againſt Uſury 
* on purpoſe to try Mens Obedience : he allows them other 
© ways of dealing as advantagious as 'Uſury, but this way, 
© he ſays, they ſhall not make uſe of; and does it to try their 
< Obedience, and to ſee whether they will be govern'd by 
© him therein or no. . 
What you urge in behalf of Widows and Orphans, which 
I know 1s generally pleaded, does not ( that I can ſee ) fig- 
nify very much to the deciding of this-Controverſy. Doubt- 
lefs God had a tender regard to them, beyond what the moſt 
compaſſionate Men in the World can have, put them alto- 
gether, and we find does take a particular care of them; 
but yet he has no where excepted them as to this matter. 
And to what purpoſe is it for us to interpoſe where God's 
Word is ſilent 2 The greater .care God hath himſelf been 
| _ Pleaſed 
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-pleaſed to exprels concerning them is an Argument to truſt God the ra- 
ther, and to depend the more on his Providence, And 1 believe it may 
puzzle any Man to give any fatisfaQtory Reafon to the contrary, but that 
Widows and Orphans may be as well provided tor now witkout Utury. as 
they were among the Jews, or other Nations where Utury. hath been 
ſtrictly prohibited. The Queſtion is, Whether Vſary be forbidden us oy 
no,by Gods Law ? [f it be not.then *tis lawtul for others.as wel! as Orphans 
and Widows : if it be/tisas unlawful for them as others, there being no cx- 
ceptionat all in God's Word concerning them,with reference to this matter. 

- And thus you may poſſibly fee your Arguments are not a'together {0 
firong as 1 believe you took them to be, when you ſpake ſo Nightly of what 
has been urged to the contrary by Bp Fewel, Pag. x13, <But what ſpeak 1 
* (faith Bp Fewel) of the ancient Fathers ? there was never any Religion, . 
© nor. Sect, nor State, nor Degree, nor Profetlion of Men, but they have mil- 
© liked it, You reply, 4nd that deſervedly too, if this be meant of oppreſ- 
five Uſury, otherwiſe none is bound 10 believe him, and 'tis hard to prove the 
truth of it. Somewhat like to this is the Reply you give to Biſhop Hal. 
Natrre teacheth, ſays Biſhop Hall, that Aztals are not capable of Swperfe- 
tation. You reply, © If they be capable of Fetation,it is enough 3 and when 
© the Barrenneſs of Metals is ws I may fafely think it is not meant of 
< Metals in the Mine, for there they receive a natural Increaſe, at leaſt by Ap- 

* polition, So where Ainſworth cites aimonides, the learned Rabbi, dil- 
courling with ſome Striftne(s againſt Ufury, p. 218. you comment thus 
upon him, Strange it is that Eagles ſhould thus catch Flies, and great Rab- 
bies learnedly diſcourſe of Trifles, And yet I find the learned Ames, who I 
think of all Men has pleaded the Cauſe of Ufury beſt, difcourling as criti- 
cally, or nicely ( if you will call it ſo) concerning Simeny, where he fayes, 
Hine munus Simoniacum non inepte dividitur in munus a manu, munus 4 
lingua, & munus ab obſequio, &c. To which I ſhall refer you. 

The next thing I ſhall take notice of,is the Expoſition you give of what 
we read in Nebem. 5. concerning Uſary, where you fay, that it ſeems to 
you not an improbable ConjeQture that the hundredth part of the Money, 
&c. v. T1, is not to be underſtood of Ufury, but that proportion which 
the Officers and Rulers did for their Service exact from the common pee- 
ple. If you make the beſt of this, *tis' but a Conjecture : and I conceive, 
twould be almoſt-endleſs to ſhew how- different *tis from the main fiream 
and current of Expoſitors. I ſhalt only mention twe,which you have had 
recourſe to your ſelf, and therefore may weigh more with you than others, 
The- firſt is Diodat, who. ſays, The _— . part was a Tax of Uſury 
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at one zn the Pundred by the Month. The other is the Annotations. com- 
monly call'd the 4ſemblies, in which fome. parts of the Scripture are 
excellently well handled, and others as meanly, but I think *twas Dr.Gonge 
that was appointed to be.the Commentator on this Book of Nehemiab ; 
and he was a very worthy Expoſitor, as appears by his folid and accurate 
Expoſition on the, Epiſile to the Hebrews, who ſays on-this Text, © The 
* meaning is, that they ſhould reſtore all that they had taken upon Ute, for 
* they uſed to take the hundredth part of what they lent every Month. 
* That which they had thus received for Intereſt,they were to reſtore again, 
* and that in kind, whether it were Money, or any other Commodity ; for 
* theſe four, Money, Corn, Wine, Oil, are put for all- manner of Com--- 
* modities that were given for Intereſt, Your arguing from ver. 10. is 
{eſs plauſible than your former Conjecture, What if he meant not that 
he and his Brethren in Government might exa& Uſury of the People, 
( which *tis not likely he did intend ) was it not proper enough for him 
however to-plead with them thus, © If I, and my Brethren in Command. 
&yith me, do not exact that Tribute and Cuſtom that is due to us for the * 
© Support and Maintenance of the Government, much more fhould you 
< forbear exacting ſuch Utury as you do require?- And tho this caſe were 
extraordinary ( which is another Anſwer you: give) *twill not follow 


| that thoſe Utſurers might exa&t inlike manner at other times. - This Uſi- 


ry might be oppreſhve at all times, tho at this time it wag the moxe grie--. 


"vous by reaſon of the-preſent Straits the People were under: 


'Thers is another thing you propoſe to. Conſideration, Pag. 86. which 
you find in a learned Writer, whoſe Woxds you render into ErglifÞthus : 
© Hitherto may be referred, that it is very probable from that Parable of 
© the Talents, Mat. 25. 27.: not only that there was:ſome Ulſury of. Mo- 
© ney-Changers in common uſe among{t the Jews, but ao that it was not 
* difallowed of our Lord: becauſe under that Stmilitude he .requires a Spt- 
© ritual Office without the leaſt hint of any Difallowance, the which hc 
© was wont to-uſe in; other Parables, which illaftrated Dirty form difaflow- 
© ed Cufioms; as Like 16. 8:- T2 tt: 

The Argument for Uſury from what -our Saviour ſays in- that place, 
Afat. 25..27. Thou ougbteſt th: refore to bave put my Zoney tobe Exchangevs, 
and then at my coming 1 fhould have ree ived mine own with Oſary ; has 
been thonght to be more properly confated than confirm'd by the com- 

ing, of this with that other Text, Lyke 16. 8. And the Lord commended 


Fu nut Steward,becanſe be bad done wiſely: for the Children of this World 


«#1 their Generation wiſer than the Children of Light 3 the unjuſt Steward 
| : being 
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being rather commended in this Text than condemn'd, But if the unjuſt 
Steward's Practice be here brought in with an hint of Difallowance, there 
15 another Inſtance of the like nature where there is not the leaſt hint of 
any Difallowance at all; and that is, where our Saviour compares his 
coming, to a Thief in the Night. Whether Dancing, and ſuch kind of 
Races as were uſed in the Olympick Games, be lawtul Exerciſes or no, I 
ſhall not here enter into. any diſpute about : but, according to this way of 
arguing, the Diſputes that have been with reference to either of them, may 
ſoon be reſolv'd, for there is not the leaſt hint of any Difallowance where 
mention is made of them in Scripture, 2t. 11. 17. We have piped unto 
you, and ye have not danced : and -1 Cor 9. 24. They that run in a Race, 
run all, but one receiveth the Prize, We mult not ſtrain Similitudes to 
make every Particular agree, as a Commentator obſerves on that place of 
St. Luke. In ſuch Parabolical Diſcourſes the main drift of them is what 
we are to attend unto 3 and not apprehend that-every thing mention'd 
in them, without a particular Expreſſion of Difallowance, is approv'd of. 
As for the Money-Changers, 1 do not deny but they were Ulurers : that 
ſeems plain enough from the Text and there is an ingenious Writer ob- 
ferves this to be the conſtant Signification of the word Trapezite, or Table- 
men, in prophane Authors : but he makes his Obſervation to a different 
purpoſe, and urges our Saviour's calling thema Company of Thieves, as 
an Argument againtt Uſury, on Mat.21.12,13. <If we look well, fays 
< he, into our Saviour's Behaviour in this A&, we ſhall find that as by his 
© overthrowing their Tables, and thruſting them out, he chaſtized their 
© Prophanenels 3 ſo by his verbal Reproof, he taxes their very Imployment, 
©calling them a Company of Thieves, Te have made it 2 Den of Thieves. 
© This | Te | cannot be meant of the Buyers and Sellers: Buying and 
< Selling is a very warantable thing, eſpecially ſure when it relates to the 
© Service of God, as theirs did. Belides, Chriſt gave them their Leſſon 
-* by themſelves, as St. Fohn tells us, John 2.16. Make not my Fathers 
* Houſe an Houſe of Merchandiſe. It remains then that the | Te] muſt 
© be directed to the Ulfurers, whom he ranks among Thieves. And this 
© Writer concludes this Obſervation thus, IF any body has a Mind to ſalve 
© the matter, and ſay, Perhaps they were not honeft Uſurers, I am of the ſame 
« Mind, and ſo at laft we are unawares agreed, You confeſs you ſee not 
the Cogency of the Argument you have quoted and I will grant you 

that I ſee not the Cogency of this 3 and {ſo let one go againſt the other. 
But I am as little fatished in your own way of reaſoning, Pag. 160. 
where you argue thus 3 © "Tis beyond diſpute that there is too much Op- 
E 2 * preſſion 
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© preflion to be found. the Land ; but whether moderate'Gain for-l-0an 
$ be ſach; he knows 1s in diſpute. between learned, pious, and good Men4 
* and I think a Man may hold either ſide of the Queftion,. and his Salva- 
© tion be little concern.d in it : only I ſhall ſay, the practice thereof on the 
© one hand is of great Conſequence to the Nation we live in, as well as to 
© the Eftates of many fingle Perſons; and the peremptory condemning of all 
© that uſe. it, is of dangerous Conſequence on the other hand, upon Suppo- 
© fals that it be falſe, You plead elſewhere, That things may be weighed on 
both fides with equal Ballances, Now pray conſider whether this matter you 
have now in Deliberation, be not-to be baltanced more equally thus 3 I/ he- 
ther all covenanted Gain for. Loan be-ſinful, is in diſpnte between learned, pi- 
ous, and gi0d Men : therefore as the peremptory condemning of it is of dan- 
gerous Conſequence, on- the one hand, upon _ that it be lawful; ſo the 
general praftice of it is of dangerous -Conſequence on the other. hand, won 
ſuppoſal that it be finful. Eſpecially ſince you do elſewhere, ic. Pag, 241. 
implicitely acknowledg, it not clearly ſtated in the Word, and that which 
continues diſputable between good and learned Men. Which gives me occa- 
fion to deſire there might be ſome more ſatisfaFtory Anſwer given to this 
Query,of your own,.mention'd, Pag, 1.128. Is it not moſt adviſeable, where 
there are two ways, the one doubiful and dangerous, the other not, to chuſe 
the ſafeſt ? T fay; I could heartily with this Query might be more fatis- 
factorily anſwer'd by ſome Perſon or other with retexence to. this.preſent 
Subject. *Tis very. doubtfal, ſays Mr. Vines ( as you quotehim, Pag. 2.) 
whether Uſury be a Sin or no, You ſay, Pag.160. *Tis in diſpute between 
learned, pious, and good Hen, and do implicitely confeſs, Pag. 241. That 
it is not clearly ſtated in the Word of God : tis condemned by General 
Councils, by the Greek, and Latin Fathers, by the Canon and the Civil 
Law: 'tis condemn'd both by the Eſtabl:iſh*d Dofirine of the Church of 
England in the Book of Homilies, and by the. late Aſſembly of Divines in 
their Catechiſm, as allo iu the Engliſh Annotations, publilk'd by ſome Di- 
vines of that Aſſembly thereunto appointed, Ye2, and Rzvet himſelf (who 
hath fo often anſwer*d for you ) dyes yet confels that all the Canoniſts 
and Schoolmen on this Dueſtion as alſo divers learned and orthodox Men 
who follow th:m ( particularly he inftanceth in Biſhop Fewel Dr. Wilſon, 
and Biſhop Andrews ) do condemn ail kind of Uſury whatſceuer. I ſay 
then, conlidering all this, does not he take the ſafeſt courſe, who imploys 
his Money fome fich way ( whereof there is ſufficient choice and variety ) 
as.is concluded on all hands to be lawtul and warrantable ?. He who hat}: 
a Portion left him in Money, is not neceſlitated ( as.your Diſcourſe ſeerys 
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to imply) to one of theſe two, either to lend it out. upon Ute, or tolend'it 
freely; there are many other ways for him to diſpoſe of it to very good and 
reaſonable Advantage 3 whereas ſuch as allow themſelves in this praftice 
of Ulary, are greatly concern'd to ſee it clearly made out, that this Probic - 
bition of it in God's Word does not concern them 3 there being; ſo-long as 
this remains doubtful, ſo greata Danger and Adventure on the one hand, 
as is ſufficient to weigh- down the moſt plauſible ConjeQtures that can be 
offer'd on the other, The Teſtimonies. you produee in favour of Ulury, 
are of ſuch Men for the moſt part, as have written very tenderly of it 3 tho 
they are inclin'd to believe that it may be lawful, yet *tis-only in ſome Caſes, 
and with certain Camrtions and Limitations : but on the other-hand, how 
many are there that do hold it very diſputable and doubtful, tho they will 
not peremptorily conclude it to be ſinful ;/and others that-do judg itab- 
folutely - ſinful ? Biſhop' Sanderſon is generally acknowledg'd one of the 
moſt-able; accurate and judicious Writers that have ever written in matters 
of Conſcience 3 and-he in his Sermon on 1 Cor. 7. 24, after he ſays, that 
moſt of the 'Learned have concluded Uſury fimply unlawful; trasthele words, 
© T ſhould be very tender to condemn any thing as ſimply unhwhul, -which 
© any, even imaginary Conjuncture of ' Circumaftances would render laws 
© fal 3 and would chuſe rather by an over-liberal Charity to cover a! multi> - 
* tude of Sins, than by a too ſuperſtitious Reſtxamt make one. Yet the 
© Texts of Scripture are ſo exprels, and the Grounds of Reaſon fo firong 
© againſt all Uſury, that when I weigh theſe on the one ſide, and-on the 
© other ſide, how nothing all that. is which I ever yet ſaw or heard al- 
© ledged to- the contrary,” 1 cannot tind in my ſelf Charity enough to ab- 

e ſolve aniy kind of 'Uſzry, with what Cautions or Carcumtiances ſoever 
© qualitied, from being; a Sin. "TS 

As for theſe many Scruples, you ſay, that Mr. F, has occaſion'd by his 
Dodtrine in tender Conſciences, I have theſe three Conſiderations to offer + 
in-Reply thereunto. : 

Firlt > That *tis not only Mr. 7's Doctrine, but that which is delivered * 
by fo. many and fo able Writers, as may {ufficiently war;ant a Man's - 
chuting rather to imploy his Money fome other way. - In dubizs tmtior . 
pars eligenda, | 

Secondly 3 Tho a Man ought to watch againſt Scrupuloſity, as a very 
troubleſome vexatious Diſtemper; which may allo prove a great Snare to 
him, and uſe his beſt Endeavours in all matters that concern him to in- 
form his Conſcience aright 3 yet of the two Extreams, a Min is leſs en- : 
danger'd by.this. . To.which purpoſe our late able, learned, religious Juds 

; Hales © 
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. Hales has expreſt himſelf thus, in that-excellent Diſcourſe of his, catl'd 
The great Audit, ©1 have. more trembled under the Fear of a ſeared than 
© a ſcrupulous Conſcience'z becauſe I always counted the latter, tho more 
© troubleſome, yet more ſafe, I have choſen rather to forbear that which 
© ſeemed but andifferent, - leſt there ſhould be fome thing in it that might. 
© be unlawful 3 and would rather gratify my Conſcience with being too 
© ſtxupulous, then flat it by being too adventurous. I have ſtill choſen ra- 
© ther to forbear 'what might be probably lawful, than to do that which 
© might be poſſibly unlawtul 3 becauſe 1 could not err in the former, 1 
© might in the latter. If things were diſputable whether they might be ? 
© done, 1 rather choſe to forbear, becauſe the Lawfulneſs -of my Forbea- 

© rance wasS-unqueſtionable. 

-:Thirdly 3 They who are incourag'd to practiſe Ulury by ſuch Argu- 
ments as you have pleaded in defence thereof, if ever they come after- 
. wards to doubt of it, will find greater Perplexity than thoſe who ſcruple 
at it. firſt of all ( if it be a Scruple ) and for that Reaſon forbear it alto- 
. ther. Mr. Baxter I know allows of ſome kind of Utfury, and you have 
urged his Authority for it among others : But what he writes in reference 
to any doubtful way of Ufury, I ſhall here apply to Ulury in general, 
which I think may without any breach of Modeſty or Charity be faid to 
' be doubtful, and for my part, 1 will.not ſay *tis ſinful ; in his DireGtons a- 
bout Reſtitution and Satisfa&tion, where his ſecond Direction is this, < Do 
© nothing that is doubtful if you can avoid it, leſt it ſhould put you upon 
© the trouble of Reſtitution: As caſe of any doubtful way of Uſury or 
© other Gain, conſider that if it ſhould hereafter appear to you to be unlaw- 
© ful, and fo you be obliged to Reſtitution (tho you thought it lawful at the 
© taking of it ) what a Snare then would you be in when all that Uſe muſt 
© be xepayed ? I think -fuch as Mr. F. are not the only Perſons who may 
; be faid to be the Cauſes of Perplexities about this matter to Mens Conſci- 
ences 3 but ſuch alſo as do incourage them to this way of dealing, which 
they are not able clearly to juſtify, *Men are generally deſirous of Gain, 
and will be nibbling even at hazardous and doubtful ways of compaſling 
It; ready in the hr{t place to catch at any Arguments that may ſerve in 
ſome ſort to countenance the Practice of what they have a Mind to : And 
then ſome time afterwards,upon one occaſion or other, the Conſciences of 
ſome of them ſmite them for it, and will not ſuffer them quietly to keep 
what they have gotten this way. And they who were ſatisfy'd before by 
the leaſt Argument, are not now quieted with all the Reaſons and Argu- 
nents that are offer'd them to-juſiify what they  have- done, but do on 
t EY 
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they had never been ſo jimboldery'd to it by thoſe whoſe Condudt they for- 
merly thought they might very. fafely follow. 1 am very ſentible how il} 
an Office-it is to create any unneceffary Perptexities to the Canfciences of 
Men 3 and that there is ſcarce any thing of a more perplexing nature, than- 
the matter of Reſtitution in doubtfal Cafes, to fuch as cannot tell how 
to quiet themſelves as they ought to do 'by reaſon of thePredominancy of 
their Feaxs. For my own part, Idare not fay that Uſary is ſinful; and that 
what hath been gotten that way ought in'good Conſcience to be reſtor'd. 
F ſhould be very loth, in ſo doubtful a. Caſe, to.charge atiy Perſon with an.” 
Obligation of Reſtitution 3-for notwithſtanding all that T have faid wn 
Anfwer to your Arguments, I have ſeen ſo much that hath been pleaded in 
defence of the Lawfulneſs of Utfury, as would make me very toth-to put 
any Man upon reftoring what he hath* receiv'd this way.” *Tis a, known 
Maxim, M/elior et conditio poſſidentis 5 and I ſee no ſuftcient Realon to 
move any Perſon to Heftirution in this caſe,; tha he be notaltogether fo 
well fatisfyd in what hehas 35 be woutt defire, if '1t d6 not appear to him 
to have beetuemfaiyfal Gain ' Bur this is the We F am willing to bring. 
this wt rey "whether in reference, fo the time , to conte ( for I would 
rather look farward in tuch uncertain and donhrtol matrers than back- 
watd')*Ffay, whether for the furuire 5ny Man that conſiders what hath - 
been befpre-mentioh'd, wilt not. 4&.mor adviſedly i ho toe to- 
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do with this way of dealing; ' And the rather, becauſe tho he HOOTRGna 
at it now; yet his Conſcience may hereafter {tt more jneafie than he thinks - 
of at preſent, if he do adveritore en it upon ſuch uncertain Reſolutions, as 
thoſe are which I have above taken notice of: ” Onie ſays Uſiry was for- 
bidden only to the- Poor, Another fays, *twas forbidden to the Poor and 
Rich that were Fews, but only to the Fews among themſelves. A third * 
lays, 'twas not all kind of Utury that was forbidden to any, but. enly 
biting VUſury. And the Reſolutions are -as uncertain how to underſtand 
when it is biting, and when it is not biting. One ſays, 'tis not biting if - 
it do not exceed what the Law of the Land allows 3 and yet the Law it 
ſelf fays, that nothing therein contained ſhall be confirued or expcunded*: 
to allow of the practice of Uſury in point of Religion or Conſcience. | 
Another ſays; *tis the ſafeſt courſe for bym that puts out his Money, not * 
to require all that he may By "Law," but” to keep within that which the 
Law permits. A third” fays, He that lends his Money, ſhould be (as far as 
morally he can be) ſure that he who pays him this Uſe, be able to do it 
without eating out, or hurting himſelf, but that he makes greater gain of 
it. himſelf ;_ and if cither by mifadventure, or by his own neglect, it be- 
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- etherwile, 'tis the ſafeſt courſe to forbear the Intereſt, and that in matters 
..of this natuzg._it is his duty to take the fafett. A fourth ſays, The Bor- + 
. rower's Gajnanuit be ſo much more at leaſt as the Intereſt he pays. A 

fifth Gays, The Lender muſt purpoſe and intend privately with himſelf to 
ſhare. in. the loſs of the Principal, if it happen to miſcarry in the Borrow- 
Ers hands.” We ſee, they who had a mind to ſay ſomething in defence of 
ſome kind of Ufry, have rbade ſuch Parings and Mincings of it, ttiat a 
Man will d0 better, I ſhould think, in all eſpedts to let it alone altogether, 
'And'if any. Perſon will undertake to make it appear that this is not a:Man's 
wiſeſt way, and that he ſhalf not by ſo doing conſilt the Eaſe and Quiet 
of. his Conſcience beſt 3 I ſhall be very glad to fee any thing more' ratio- 
nally pleaded by him, than what I kkve offer'd; for I wiſh nothing more 
- 7K matter than the clear Determiygtion .of it, which way foever it 


* Aiid now, Sir, I think it high time to draw to a Concluſion;, The like 
Conſideration that inclin'd you to animadvert with ſo much Freedom on 
the Writings of others, may excuſe me to you for making theſe Qbſerva» 
tions on your own. I am altogether an Enemy to that Cenſariouſheſs you , | 
write agginſ}, being willing to joyn heartily with you therein ; nd Fee | 
in all humble aud deep Senſe of my own weak and ſlender Apprehenfions, 
toeſteemand honour all good People whatſoever, whether they be of the 
fame Perfwafion with my ſelf or no, either in, this or any other matters 
'For which Reaſon I may with the greater Aſſurance deſire of youthe 4 
'Uke meaſive again, who am. ._ 1 0-007 916 Sour” 
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